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Dear Reader,

Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks have developed an environmental assessment @A) to
address proposed improvements at Hell Creek State Park.

FWP, Region 7 manages the State Park. Hell Creek State Park is located 26 miles north
of Jordan, MT and lies against FT. Peck Reservoir.

The proposed improvements include: Office building replacement, employee housing
development, and construction of an equipment storage building. The projects are
predicted to begin in May of 2005 and completion is scheduled for December of 2ffi6.

The improvements are needed to address the ever increasing public use of and visitation
to the park. Park visitation has increased from 9,300 in 1995 to over 35,000 in 2003.

Comments are due on or before March 31, 2005 and can be submitted to:

MontanaFish, Wildlife & Parks
Cathy Stewart: Parks Division
P.O. Box 1630
Miles City, MT 59301

Elechonic comments are welcome by e-mail and can be submitted to:
cstewart@mt.gov

Respectfully,

gryW*
Bryce Christensen
Regional Supervisor
(406) 234-0er3
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ENVIRON M ENTAL ANALYSIS
MEPAINEPA CHECKLTST

MISSION. Montana Fish, Wildlffe & Parks, throryh its employees and citken commission, provides for the stewardship of the ftsh,
wildlife, pa*s and recreational resouroes of tvlontana, while contributins b tre quality of life for present and frrturb generatftrns

Al tvlontanans have the dght to live in a dean and healthfutenvitonment. This bridenvionmentalanalyais b intended b pmvide an erraluafion
of te likely impacts to the human environment from proposed actions of the pojeci dted below. This anallais will hdp ft4ontana Fish, Wl6f;fe
& Parks b fulfill its ovensight obligatims and satisff rules and rcgulations of bo0t |he lrlontana Environmental fu[cy fut (MEPA) ard fte
Natbnal Envircnmental Pollry Act (NEPA). The proir{ sponsor has a respons&*lity to ensure hat all imp# have been addrcssed. Somg
efiec*s may be negative; others may be positive. Please provide a discussion br each sedion. tf no impacts are likely, be sure b discuss the
reasoning that led to lour determinaton.

PROPOSED ACTION DESCRIPTION

:==L

_X

PART I.

t. Typeofproposedaction.

Development

Renovation

Maintenance

Iand Acquisition

Equipment Acquisition

Other (Describe)

2.

3.

If appropriate, agency responsible for the proposed action.
Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks

Name, address phone rurmber and E-mail address ofproject sponsor.

Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks
Cathy Stewart cstewart@mt. gov
Parks Division
PO Box 1630
Miles City, MT 59301

Name ofproject.
Hell Creek State Park- Office Replacement, Employee Housing, and Equipment Storage Building Project
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5. If applicable:

Estimated construction/commencement date
May2005

Estimated completion date
Decernber,2006
Current status ofproject design (% complete)

6. Incatign alfected byproposed action (county, ftrnge and township).
T22N,R3 8E,S6 ; Garfi eld County

7. Project size: estimate the numbers of acres that would be directly affected that are 1.5 currently

(a) Developed:
residential ................ o acres
indusfial.................. o ames

O) Open Space/Woodlands/
Recreation 1 5 acres

(c) Wetlands/Riparian
Areas........................ o acres

(d) Floodplain. ........ o acres

(e) Productive:
inigated cropland................. o acres

dry cropland ...... o acres

forestry...... ........0 acres

rangeland.. ......... 0 acres

other......... ......... O acres

8. Map/site plan: attach an original 8ll2" x 11" or larger section of the most recent USGS 7.5'series
topographic map showing the location and boundaries of the area that would be affected by the proposed

action. A different map scale may be substituted if more appropriate or if required by agency rule. If
available, a site plan should also be attached.

9. Narrative summary of the proposed action or project including the benefits and purpose of the
proposed action.

BACKGROIIND.
Hell Creek State Park, 26 miles norttr of Jordan, Montan4 is located on the south shore of the 150 mile
long Fort Peck Reservoir. Hell Creek is the closest access point on Fort Peck to the Interstate Highway
system and Montana's major population centers. Due to that fact, the pmk seryes as the major access point



to the south shore of the reservoir for boaters and boating anglers. Efforts by Montana Fish, WitOlife &
Parks Fisheries Division and Walleyes Unlimited of Montana in the mid-1980s resulted in a dramatic
increase in both the size and number of walleyes in the reservoir. In the early 1990s local anglers
rediscovered Fort Peck, and within a few years the word was out nationwide on this burgeoning walleye
fishery. Park visitation increased from 9,300 visitors in 1995 to over 35,000 in 2003. These visitors come
from the mid-western states, Colorado and all the larger cities and towns in Montana. Vjsitors often camp
in the park for a week or longer and boat from the park daily to the popular fishing areas. To keep up with
the dramatic increase in visitors, Hell Creek State Park has under gone approximately $2,000,000 in
development projects over the course of the past six years. Approximately 75% of this funding has been
cost shared by the Federal Wallop Breaux grant program due to the fact Hell Creek is recognized as a major
motortoat site on Fort Peck Reservoir.

Among these recently completed projects are:
o Extension and expansion ofboat launching facilities;
o Expansion of parking areas to accommodate vehicles with boat tailen;
o Potable water system with hydrants in the campground;
o Restroom/Showerfacilitg
o RV dump station;
o Fish cleaning station (cooperative project with Jordan Chapter, Walleyes Unlimited);
o Playground (cooperative project with Jordan Chapter Walleyes Unlimited);
r Renovation of group use shelterbuilding;
o Reshaping and gravelling of 12 miles of the 26-mile long Hell Creek access road

(cooperative project with Garfield County.

Six years of drought has contributed to record low water levels at Fort Peck, leaving all existing boat
mmps unusable along with the existing surface water system that supplies potable water for the park. To
assure continued recreational access to the reservoir and water for the campground facilities, the U.S. Arrny
Corp of Engineers drilled a 1200 foot well last fall and will construct 1.25 miles of road along the beach of
Hell Creek bay to a new boat ramp this early spring. The well will provide water for the park until such
time as reseloir levels rebound to the point where the existing surface water system is again operational.
The new boat ramp will serve the same purpose. Without operable boat launching facilities, visitation to
the park would be virtuallynonexistent.

PROPOSF,D PROIF.CT.
In the early 1990's, a 1970's mobile home was moved into the campground to serve as a make shift park
office and park headquarters. At the time, Parks staff didn't anticipate an almost four fold increase in
visitor numbers in only seven years. Nor did staff foresee that $2,000,000 of improvement projects
would become reality. These factors forced reassignment of two maintenance and visitor service
positions to Hell Creek and the hiring of a Park Manager to provide on site manageme,nt during the
spring, sufilmer and fall. Due to the remoteness of the Pnk,26 miles north of Jordan and I l0 miles from
the Miles City Regional Headquarters, the trailer soon began to double as a dormitory for park and
regional maintenance crews. Also, the lack of affordable housing in the immediate area forced the Park
Manager to make the mobile home his residence as well. These additional demands exceeded the utility
of the dilapidated old hailer.

The marked increase in visitation and increased complexity of site maintenance, coupled with shrinking
reservoir levels, necessitated more stopgap measures. A temporary equipment storage area and shop
facility have been cobbled together adjacent to the mobile home.



Beginning n 1999, the Paleontology Department of the Museum of the Rockies established a field
station within Hell Creek State Park. The site of this field station is on the westem boundary of the park.
The Museum of the Rockies conducted a planned six-year reconnaissance of the paleo resources of the
area surrounding the park. This work was completed in 2004. To accommodate the needs of the field
station, electrical power and phone service were installed at this location. Both of these services remain.
FWP proposes to relocate the employee living quarters and the park shop and equipment storage area to
this location. As stated above, telephone and electrical service exist at this site. Water and septic services
are located nearby.

Exhibit 'A' attached illustrates proposed developments and site locations.

Specifically, the proposed project will:
o Remove the existing 30-year-old mobile home (existing park office) from the park.
o Remove the existing 3Gyear old storage shed from the campground.
o Install a new prefabricated office/visitor contact station at the south edge of campgrormd.
o Construct a volunteer host pad site east of the proposed office/visitor contact building. The host pad

would include a septic system, and water/electrical hookups.
o Place two (2) prefabricated employee-housing units west of the main campgounq above the elrtance

road.
. Construct 3-bay shop and lean-to equipment storage facility west of main campground, above the

enfrance road.
r Consolidate parks staff, equipme,nt, vehicles and maintenance facilities out of the main campgound

area.

The prefabricated office and housing units are proposed due to several factors the Parks Division have
considered and investigated, including the success other state park systems have had with the prefabricated
officeftrousing approactr, and the fact it would be prohibitively expensive to construct conventional stick-
frame buildings at this remote location.

Making these changes and additions to Hell Creek State Park will enable management of the park to
become more centralized and not detract from the natural aesthetics of the park. A new office and host pad
area will provide visitors a central location for information gathering or help in case of emergencies. It will
allow employees to become more organized. Residence housing will help with recruitnent and retention
issues. The park is 26 miles north on a dirt road from the nearest town, Jordan. On-site resident housing
will eliminate some of the logistical problems employees have experienced with commuting to and from
work and with retention of experienced employees. Installation of a shop and equipment storage area will
provide employees a safe and appropriate area to perform equipment maintenance and re,pair outside of the
campground resulting in improved maintenance and visitor services.

10. Description and analysis of reasonable alternatives (including the required no action alternative) to the
proposed action whenever altematives are reasonably available and prudent to consider and a comparison
of the altematives with the proposed action/preferred altemative:
No Action- the alternative of no action will leave the park in its current state, which is fi,nctional, however
not putting forth the organized well cared for image that the public and site deserve. Employee and

retention issues will continue. Park visitation will increase once Fort Peck reservoir water levels rebound.
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11.

With the no action altemativg a management presence will not be present in the park to address
indiscriminate use that often results in pioneered roadways, littering and other negative impacts to the
resource that so often comes with increased public use of an area. In short, visitor services will not meet
demands.

Listing of each local, state or federal agency that has overlapping or additional jurisdiction.

(d Permits
AgencyName:
Departrnent of Environmental

Quality;
Deparhnent of tabor,
Building Codes Bureau

Perrnit:
Change to Public Water System

Building Permit

Date Filed:

12. List of agencies consulted duringpreparation of this Environmental Checklist:
Army Corps of Engineers, Fort Peck, Montana

13. Name of Prepare(s) of this Environmental Checklist:
Cathy Stewart, Park Manager, Parks Division, Montana Fish Wildlife and Parks
406-234-0926 cstewart@nt.gov

Date submitted.

February 28,2005

14.

AgeircyName:
Montana Fisb Wildlife & Pa*s

FundingAmount:
$150,000 - $175,000



P RT II. F'NVIRONMF'NT ' I CHF'CKI.IST
PHYSICAL EIIWRONMENT. At the bottom of this "Land Resources" checklist, provide a narrative description
and evaluation of the cumulative and secondary effects on land resources. Even if you checked "none" in the 

"bor"table, explain how you came to that conclusion. Consider the immediate, short-term effects of the action as well as
the long-term effects. Attach additional pages of narative if needed.

1. LAI\DRESOT]RCES

Will the proposed action result in:

IMPACT

Can hpactBe
Midnrat

Conrnent
InderUnlnown None Minor

Potentially
Sigrificant

a. Soil instabilityorchanges in geologic
subsfrucfir€?

x

b. Disnrption, displacenmt, aosion, corrpaction,
moistrre loss, or over+overing of soil which
would reduce productivify or fertility?

x

c. Desfuction, covering m modification ofany
unique geologic or phpical features?

x

d. Changcs in siltation, deposition or erosion
pattems that fitay nndi$ tlre channel of a river or
st€am or the bed or shore ofa lake?

x

e. Exposure ofpeople or property to earthquakes,

landslides, gromd failure, or other natural hazard?
x

f. Otlrcr

NARRATME DESCRIPTION AND EVALUATION:

b. Installation of park office, host pad" residence housing, and a shop will result in some disruptio4 diqplaceme,nt,
comp.rction, and over-covering dwing the construction phase. Additionally, existing pioneered roadways will be
eliminated and re-vegetated to nafural condition.
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PHYSICAL EI\IVIRONMENT. At the bottom of this 6'Aif' checklist, provide a narrative description and evaluation of
the cumulative and secondary effects on air resources. Even if you checked'hone" in tlre above tablg explain how you
came to that conclusion. Corsider the immediate, short-term effects of the action as well as the long-term effects.
Attach additional pages ofnarrative if needed.

2. AIR

Will the proposed action result in:

IMPACT

Can hpactBc
Mitisetrd

Conrrrnt
trdexIJnknown None Mino

Potentially
Signilicant

a. Emissiqr of airpollutants or deterioration of
arnbi€nt air qualitf (also see 13 (c))

x

b. Crcation of objectiqrabh odors? x

c. Alteration of air nroverrn! moisture, or
tenpefatur€ patt€ms m any change in clirmte, eitlrcr
locally or regionall/

x

d. Adverse effects on vegctation, including oops, due
to incrcased ernissicrs of pollutanb?

x

e. Any disclurge that will conflict with federal or
state air quality r€gs?

x

f. O0rr

NARRATTVE DESCRIPTION AND EVALUATION:

a. During construction equipnrent emissions will contain some pollutants.

b. During constuction equipment emissions will contain some odors.
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3. WATER

Will the proposed action result in:

IMPACT

Cm InpactBe
Mitistal

Conrnent
hdexUnknown None Minor

Potentiatly
Sigrificant

a. Dscharge into surface water or any alteration ofsurfe
water quality including but not limited to temperanrc,
dissolved oxygor or tqfiidity?

x

b. Changcs in drainage patterns on the rate and arnount of
surface nrnofl

x

c. Alteration of0rc course or nngnitude offloodwater or
other flows?

x

d. Changes in the amount ofsurface wato in any water
body r creation of a new water bodl4

x

e. Exposure ofpeople or properly to water related hazards
such as flooding?

x

f. Changes in the qualityofgroundwater? x

g. Changes in the quantity ofgroundwater? x

h. hrcrease in risk ofcontamination ofsurface or
groundwata?

x

i. Effects on any existing water right or reservation? x

j. EffecS on other water users as a result ofany alteration
in surface or groundwater qualitld

x

k. Effects on other users as a result ofany alteration in
surface m groundwater quantit/

x

l. Effects to a desigrated floodplain? x

m. Any discharge that will affect federal or state water
quality regulations?

x

n. Ottrer:

PHYSICAL EIIVIROI\MENT. At the bottom of this "Watef'checklist, proyide a narrative description and evaluation
of the cumulative and secondary effects on water resources. Even if you checkd "none" in the above table, explain how
you came to that conclusion. Consider the immediate, short-term effects as lvell as the long-term effects. Attach
additional pages of narrative if needed. .

NARRA'TIVE DESCRIPTION AND EVALUATION:
None of the iteurs addressed in this checklist would be applicable.
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PHYSICAL ENWRONMENT. At the bottom of this'Vegetation" checklisL provide a narrative description and
evaluation of the cumulative and secondary effects on vegetative resources. Even if you checked "none" in the above
table, explain how you came to that conclusion. Consider the immediate, short-term effects as well as the long-term
effects. Attach additional pages of narrative ifneeded.

NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION AND EVALUATION:

b. During the construction phase, plant communities will be disnrpted in the site locations. Following the
constuction phase, disturbed areas will be reseeded.

. e. Potential for importation ofweeds onto disturbed soils that will be revegetated. Site already monitored for
weeds.

I

4. YEGETATION

Will the proposed action result in:

IMPACT

Can hrpactBe
Mitisat€d

Conrrrnt
hder([Jnlarown Nqrc Minor

Potcntially
Significant

a. Changes in fte diversity, productivity or abundance ofplant
species (including ftes, shrubs, grass, crops, and aquatic plantsf

x

b. Alteration of a plant comrnanity? x
c. Adverse effecb wr any uniqug rarc, thrcatened, or endangwd
speciec?

x

d. Rductiwr in acreage or productivity of any agricultnal tand? x
e. Establishnpnt or spread ofnoxious weeds? x
f. Effects to wetlands or prinn and unique farmland? X

g. Other:



5. FISIVWILDLIFE

Will the proposed action result in:

IMPACT

Can InpactBe
Mitimtsi

Connrsrt
IndaUnknown None Minor

Potantially
Significant

a. Deterimation of critical fish or wildlife habitat? x

b. Changes in the diversity o abundance ofgann aninuls or bird
spocies?

x

c. Changes in the diversity or abundance ofnonganr species? x

d. lntoduction ofnew species into an arpa? x

e, Creation of a bani6 !o the migration on movenrent of animals? x

f. Adverse effects on any unique, rarc, threatened, w endangered
species?

x

g. Incrcase in conditions that stess wildlife populations or limit
abundance (including harassment, legal or illegal harvcst or other hurmn
activityp

x

h. Adverse eflects to threatened/endangercd species or 0reir habitat? x

i. lntoduction or eryortation ofany spccies not presently or
historically occuning in the affected location?

x

j. Other:

PHYSICAL EI\MRONMENT. At the bottom of this "Fish/TVildlife" checklist, provide a narrative
description and evaluation of the cumulative and secondary offects on fish and wildlife resources. Even if you
checked '!none" in the above table, explain how you came to that conclusion. Consider the immediate, short-
term effects as well as the long-term effects. Attach additional pages ofnarrative ifneeded.

NARRATTVE DESCRIPTION AND EVALUATION:

g. Potential for temporary minor disfurbance due to increased human activity during the five-month recreation season.
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IIIIMAIY EN-VIROIYMENT. At thebottom of this'T.{oise/Electrical Effects" checklist, provide anarrative description
and evaluation of the cumulative and secondary effects of noise and electrical activities. Even ifyou checked'hone" in
ttre above table, explain how you came to that conclusion. Consider the immediatg short-term effects as well as the
long-term effects. Attach additiorial pages of nanative if needed.

NARRATryE DESCRIPTION AND EVALUATION:

None of the items addressed in this checklist would be applicable. Relocation of maintenance area will reduce noise
levels in the campground

6. NOISE/ELECTRICAL EFTECTS

WiU fte proposed action result in:

IMPACT

Can hpactB€
Mitiqtal

Corrurrnt
IndexUnknown None Minor

Potentially

Significant

a. lncreases in existingnoise lwels? x

b. Expocurc of peoplc to severc or nuisance noise lcvcls? x

c. Creation ofelectostatic or electonugnetic cffects dut conld be

detrirnental to human health or proper|/?
x

d. hterference with radio or telwision reception and operatian? x

c. Otlnr:
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7. LAI\DUSE

Will the proposed actionresult in:

IMPACT

Can hnpactB€
Mitimral

Corrrrrpnt
ftrd€xUnknown None Minor

Poteritially
Significsrt

a. Alteration of or interference wittr the productivity m pmfitrbility
ofthe existing hnd usc ofan arca?

x

b. A cmflict with a designated nafural area or area of tmusual
scientific or educational importance?

x

c. A conflict with any existing land use whose presence would
consfain or potentially prohibit the pmposed action?

x

d. Adverse effecc on, or relocation of, rcsidences? x

e. Conpliance with existing land policies for land use,

Fanspofiation, and opeir space?
x

f. hcreased faffic hazards, faflic volume, or speed limits or effects
on existing tansportation facilities or pattems ofrnoverrent of
people and goods?

x

g.Otli€,t:

HUMAN EIYVIROI\IMENT. At the bottom of this "Land Use" checklist, provide a narratiye description and
evaluation of the cumulative and secondary effects on land use. Even if you checked "none" in the abve tablg explain
how you came to that conclusion. Attach additional pages of narrative if needed. Consider the immediate, short-term
effects as well as the long-term effects.

NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION AND EVALUATION:
None of the items addressed in this checklist would be applicable. Relocation of maintenance arearffill result in a
decrease of taffic volume in the campground.
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HUMAN EI\IVIROIYMENT. At the bottom of this'RisMlealth Hazards" checklist, provide a narrative description
and evaluation of the cumulative and secondary effects of risks and health hazards. Even if you checked'hone" in the
above table, explain how you came to that conclusion. Consider the immediate, short-term effects of the action as
well as the long-term effects. Attach additional pages of nanative if needed.

NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION AND EVALUATION:
None of the items addressed in this checklist would be applicable.

8. RISIVIIEALTH HAZARDS

Will the proposed action result in:

IMPACT

Can InpactBe
Mitimtal

Cmnmt
td€N(Lhknown None Minor

Potentialty
Significant

a. Risk ofan cxplooion or relcase ofhazardous substanccs
(including but not limitd to oil, p€sticides, chemicals, w radiatim)
in the event ofan accident q otlrer forms ofdisnrption?

x

b. Effects on existing erergency response a enrergorcy wacuatiur
plan ucreate need foranewplan?

x

c. Creation ofany hunnn health hazard or potential hazard? x

d. Disturhnce to any sites with known w potential deposits of
hazardous rmterials?

X

c. The use of any ch€micldl toxicants? x

f. Other:
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HUMAN E|IWRONMENT. At the bottom of this'Community Impacf'checklist, provide a narrative description
and evaluation of the cumulative and secondary effects on the community. Even if you checked "none" in the above
table, explain how you came to that conclusion. Consider the immediate, short-term effects as well as the long{enn
effects. Attach additional pages ofnarrative if needed.

NARRA'TTVE DESCRIPTION AND EVALUATION:
None of the items addressed in this checklist would be applicable.

9. COMMT]NITY IMPACT

Will the proposed action result in:

IMPACT

Can hrya.f Be
Mitistal

Conrrsrt
IflLrUnknown None Minm

Potentially
Sigrificant

a. Altoration ofthe location, disfibution, density, or growttr rate of
the hunnn population ofan area?

x

b. Alteration of 0te sosial structrre of a cornrunity? x

c. Alteration of ttn level or distribution of enploynrnt or
community or personal incorr?

x

d. Ctanges in indusfial or commercial activity? x

e. hcreased t'affic hazards o effecb on existing transportation
facilities or patterns of npvensrt of people and goods?

x

f. Other
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IIUMAN EDIVIRONMENT. At the bottom of this '?ublic Services/TaxeVUtilities" checklist, provide a narrative
description and evaluation of the cumulative and secondary effects on public services, taxes and utilities. Eve,n if you
checked 'hone" in the above table, explain how you came to that conclusion. Consider the immediate, short-term
effects as well as the long-term effects. Attach additional pages of narrative if needed.

NARRA'TIVE DESCRIPTION AND EVALUATION:

c. Slight increase in electrical consumption. Increase will be minor.

HUMAN E|{VIRONMENT. At the bottom of this "AestheticslRecreation" checklist, provide a narrative description

and evaluation of the cumulative and secondary effects on aesthetics & recreation. Even if you checked "none" in the

10. PT]BLIC SERYICES/TA)GVUTILTTTES IMPACT

Can hrpactB€
Miliotal

Corr|]|Ent
hdexWill the proposed actionresult in: unknown None Milrs

Potentially
Sigrificant

a. An effect upon, or result in a need for new or altered,

gov€mnrrital sewices in any of the following arcas: firc or police
pmtection, sctrools, parkJrecreational facilities, roads a othet
public nuinteirance, water supply, sewer or septic sptcrns, solid
waste disposal, health, or other governnrntal services? lfso,
speciff:

X

b. Effects on the local or stat€ tax base and revenues? X

c. A need for new facilities or substantial allerations of any of the

following utilities: electric power, natural gas, other IUel supply ot
distribution systems, or communications?

X

d. lncreased used ofany enetgr source? X

e. Other.

Additional information requested:

f. Define projected revenue sources $37,500 in funding will come from existing Montana State Parks proprietary soulces

(25%).In additioq this arnount will be rnatched to secure uP to an additional

$112,500 in federal fiurding (75%o) Won application by the Departnent and final
approval by the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS). The scope ofthis project is

contingent upon final approval by the USFWS.

g. Define projected rnaintcnance costs. Projected rnaintenance costs will be absorbed into existing State Pad<s budgets.
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11. AESTIIDTICS/RECREATION

Will the proposed action result in:

MPACT

Can LrpactBe
Mitisidl

Conrrstt
IndoxUnknown None Minor

Polartially
Sigrificant

a. Alteration ofrny scenic vista or creatim ofan aestlretically
offensive site or effect tlut is open to public viellv?

x

b. Alteratim ofthe aestlrctic character ofa connnunity q
neighborhood?

x

c. Alteration of the quality or quantity of recreaticraVburisnr
opportunitics and settings? (Athch Tourism Report)

x

d. Adverse cffects to any fuignatod orproposed wild or scenic
rivers, hails m wilderness areas?

x

c. oths:

above table, explain how you came to that conclusion. Consider the immediate, short-term eff:ects as well as the long-
term effects. Attach additional pages of narrative if needed.

NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION AND EVALUATION:
None of the items in this checklist would'be applicable. Relocation ofmaintenance area outside of the campgroundwill
improve the aesthetic character of the campground. Removal of older facilities and replacing with newer buildings will
also improve on the aesthetic character of Hell Creek State Park.
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IIIJMAN EhIVIROIYMENT. A,t the bottom of this "Culturalhistorical Resources" checklist, provide a narrative
description and evaluation of the cumulative and secondary effects on culturalhistorical resources. Even if you
checked "none" in the above table, explain how you came to that conclusion. Consider the immediate, short-term
effects as well as the long-term effects. Attach additional pages of narrative ifneeded.

12. CULTT]RAIIilSTORICAL RESOURCES IMPACT

Can hnpactBe
Mitieat€d

Conurmt
hrderWill the proposed action.result in: lJnlnown None Minor

Potentially
Significant

a Destructiqr o alteration of any sit€, sbuctur€ or object of
prchistoric historic, u paleontological inporArcc?

x

b. Physical changc that would alfect uniquc cultural values? x

c. Effecs sr existing rcligious or sacred uses of a site or arca? x

d. Adverse cffecs to historic ff culfural rcsources? x

c. Othen

NARRATTVE DESCRIPTION AND EVALUATION:
a- The axea is known for its paleontological resources, however, the sites identified for development are located on soils
from a different geological formation thus eliminating any chance for dishubance of said sites-



HUMAN ENVIRONMENT. At the bottom of this "Summary Evaluation of Significance" checklist, provide a
narrative description and evaluation of the cumulative and secondary effects. Even if you have checked "none" in the
above table, explain how you came to that conclusion. Consider the immediate, short-term effects as well as the long-
term effects. Attach additional pages ofnarrative ifneeded.

NARRA*TTVE DES CRIPTION AND EVALUATION :

None of the items in this checklist are applicable. Proposed project will "clean-up" existing maintenance axea within Hell
Creek State Park by removing old, dilapidated buildings and erecting new, more functional buildings in an area removed
from the campground.

13. ST'MMARYEVALUATION OF

SIGMFICAIICE

Will the proposed actiorq considered as a yrhole:

MPACT

Can ftr?actBc
Mitisarcd

Connrpnt
hdexIJnloown None Minc

Pcitcntially
Significant

a. Have inpacts that arc individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (A project or program nny result in inpacts on two or
nDre separato r€sources which creat€ a sigrificant efrect wtren

considercd together or in total.)

x

b. Involve polential risks or adverse effects which ar€ uncef,tain but
exterrcly hazardous iftlrcy were to occur?

x

c. Potentially conflict with the substantive requirenrnts ofany
local, sate, o federal law, regulation, sbndard or fornral plan?

x

d. Establish a precedent or likelihood that future actions with
sigrificant environnrntal impacts will be prcposed?

x

e. Csnoate substantial debate or controversv about the nature ofthe
inpacts that would be qrated?

x

f. Have organized opposition or generate substantial public

conb0v€rsf
x

Additional inforrnation requested:

g. List any federal or state p€rmits requircd. State Building Code Permit
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PART III. EI\-VIRONMENTAL CIIECKLIST CONCLUSION SECTION

l. Discuss the cumulative and secondary effects ofthis project as a whole.
This project will have some minor cumulative and secondary effects, however, none of
them are potentially significant. The area has already gone through significant development
stages. The current proposed project is minor in nafure.

2. Based on the significance criteria evaluated in this Environmental Ctrecklist (Part tr), is an
EIS required?

YES

NO _x_
If an EIS is not required, explain whythe cunent checklist level of review is appropriate.

The current checklist level of review is appropriate because the project is minimal
development inside an already developed area used for recreation. It will have no
significant or long lasting impacts on water, air, human health etc... The items listed in the
checklist are more than sufficient.

3. Describe the public involvement for this project.
The EA will be put out for a 30-day public comment period by means of trvo legal
publications and web access.

4. What was the duration of the public comment period?
30 days
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GLOSSARY OF TERMS

Affected Environment - The aspectb of the human environment that may change as a result of
an agency action.

Alternative - A different approach to achieve the same objective or result as the proposed

action.

Categorical Exclusion - A level of environmental review for agency action that do not

individually, collectively, or cumulatively cause significant impacts to the human environment,

as determined by rulemaking or prograrnmatic review, and for which an EA or EIS is not
required.

Cumulative Impacts - Impacts to the human environment that, individually, maybe minor for a

specific project, but, when considered in relation to other actions, may result in significant
impacts.

Direct Impacts - Primary impacts that have a direct cause and effect relationship with a specific
action, i.e. they occur at the same time and place as the action that causes the impact.

Environmental Assessment (EA) - The appropriate level of environmental review for actions

that either does not signifrcantly affect the human environment or for which the agency is

uncertain whether an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is required.

Environmental Assessment Checklist - An EA checklist is a standard form of an EA,

developed by an agencyfor actions that generallyproduce minimal impacts.

Environmental Impact Statement @IS) - A comprehensive evaluation of the impacts to the

human environment that likely would result from an agency action or reasonable altematives to

that action. An EIS also serves a public disclosure of agency decision-making. Typically, an EIS

is prepared in two steps. The Draft EIS is a preliminary detailed written statement that facilitates

public review and comment. The Final EIS is a completed, written statement that includes a

summary of major conclusions and supporting information from the Draft EIS, responses to

substantive comments received on the Draft EIS, a list of all comments on the Draft EIS and any

revisions made to the Draft EIS and an explanation of the agency's reasons for its decision.

Environmental Review - An evaluation, pre,pared in compliance with the provisions of MEPA

and the MEPA Model Rules, of the impacts to the human environment that may result as a

consequence ofan agency action.

Human Environment - Those attributes, including but not limited to biological, physical,

social, economic, cultural, and aesthetic factors that interrelate to form the environment.

Long-Term Impact - An impact, which lasts well beyond the period of the initial project'
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Mitigated Environmental Assessment- The appropriate level of environrnental review for
actions that normally would require an EIS, except that the state agency can impose designs,
enforceable controls, or stipulations to reduce the otherwise significant impacts to below the
level of significance. A mitigated EA must demonstrate that: (1) all impacts have been
identified; (2) all impacts can be mitigated below the level of significance; and (3) no significant
impact is likely to occur.

Mitigation - An enforceable measure(s), designed to reduce or prevent undesirable effects or
impacts of the proposed action.

National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) - The fderal counterpart of MEPA that applies
only to federal actions.

No Action Alternative - An altemative, required by the MEPA Model Rules for purposes of
analysis, that describes the agency action that would result in the least change to the human
environment.

Public Participation - The process by which an agency includes interested and affected
individuals, organizations, and agencies in decision making.

Record of Decision - Concise public notice that announces the agency's decision, explains the
reason for that decision, and describes any special conditions related to implementation of the
decision.

Scoping - The process, including public participation, that an agency uses to define the scope of
the environmental review.

Secondary Impacts - Impacts to the human environment that are indirectly related to the agency
action, i.e. they are induced by a direct impact and occur at a later time or distance from the
triggering action.

Short-Term Impact - An impact directly associated with a project that is of relatively short
duration.

Significance - The process of determining whether the impacts of a proposed action are serious

enough to warrant the preparation of an EIS. An impact may be adverse, beneficial or both. If
none of the adverse impacts are significant, an EIS is not required.

Supplemental Review - A modification of a previous environmental review document @A or
EIS) based on changes in the proposed action, the discovery of new information, or the need for
additional evaluation.

Tiering - Preparing an environmental review by focusing specifically on n:urow scope of issues

because the broader scope of issues was adequately addressed in previous environmental review
document(s) that may be incorporated by reference.
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